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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7-9, 11, 14-15, 17-20, 23, 26-30, 33, and 36-38 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Okada et al (US 2004/0264947 A1 ), 

Regarding claim 1, Okada et al discloses an image processing apparatus (Fig. 
41) for reproducing a recorded digital data stream, comprising: 

determination means- determini.ng- whether object haviPig a- predetefmined^ 
attribute exists the recorded digital data stream (marking cells disclosed in page 35, 
paragraph #0669; generating a program chain disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673; 
and playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in page 35, paragraph 
#0673); and 
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reproducing means for changing a reproducing form of when said object having 
the predetermined attribute exists (playing back the cells based on the program chain 
disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673). 

Regarding claim 4, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein said reproducing 
means does not display the object in reproducing the object having the predetermined 
attribute (playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in page 35, 
paragraph #0673), 

Regarding claim 5, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein the predetermined 
attribute includes a real-time information attribute which is significant in recording digital 
data stream (time code disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0669). 

Regarding claim 7, Okada et al discloses a display device (Fig. 1) for receiving 
and displaying digital data reproduced by a reproducing device, comprising: 

determination means determining whether object having a predetermined 
attribute exists digital data (marking cells disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0669; 
generating a program chain disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673; and playing back 
thp cf^Wc h?^<sed on thp nrnarpm,chaiadic:do5ipdJn, na^ie D^'^^GraDh #Q673V and 

changing a display form of object and displaying the object when said 
determination means determines that the object having the predetermined attribute 
exists (playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in page 35, 
paragraph #0673). 

Regarding claim 8, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein said display 
control means does not display the object in reproducing the object having the 
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predetermined attribute (playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in 
page 35, paragraph #0673). 

Regarding claim 9, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein the predetermined 
attribute includes a real-time information attribute which is significant in recording the 
digital data (time code disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0669). 

Method claims 1 1 and 14-15 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in 
apparatus claims 1 and 4-5. 

Regarding claim 17, Okada et al discloses an image processing apparatus (Fig. 
1) for reproducing a recorded digital data stream, comprising: 

determination means determining whether an object having a predetermined 
attribute exists recorded digital stream (marking cells disclosed in page 35, paragraph 
#0669; generating a program chain disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673; and playing 
back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673); 

designation means for designating reproducing form of the object having the 
predetermined attribute from a plurality of reproducing forms (playing back the cells 
based on the progra m chain disdese^r^^^^ paragraph' #067 3>; ar.d^ 

reproducing control means for reproducing an image corresponding object 
having the predetermined attribute reproducing form designated by said designation 
means when said determination means determines that the object having the 
predetermined attribute exists (playing back the cells based on the program chain 
disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0673). 
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Regarding claim 18, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein the reproducing 
form designated by said designating means includes reproducing by using an icon 
corresponding to the predetermined attribute (icons shown in Fig, 42). 

Regarding claim 19, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein the reproducing 
form designated said designation means using an audio object (audio video file (AVfile) 
disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0669). 

Regarding claim 20, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein the reproducing form 
designated by said designation means includes non-display of the object having the 
predetermined attribute (playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in 
page 35, paragraph #0673). 

Regarding claim 23, Okada et al discloses the claimed wherein said designation 
means comprises: 

instruction means (graphics data displayed on the TV monitor 72 shown in Fig. 
42, page 33, paragraph #0635); and 

means (marking cells disclosed in page 35, paragraph #0669) for changing a set 
value for designating the reproducing form in accordance with instrtiction opBratiurr oP 
said instruction means. 

Regarding claim 26, Okada et al also discloses the claimed wherein designation 
by said designation means can be executed during reproducing of the object having the 
predetermined attribute (playing back the cells based on the program chain disclosed in 
page 35, paragraph #0673). 
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Method claims 27-30, 33, and 36 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed 
in apparatus claims 17-19, 23, and 26, respectively. 

The computer-readable recording medium claim 37 is rejected for the same 
reasons as discussed in claim 1 and the machine language program recorded on a 
recording medium disclosed in page 43, paragraph #0812. 

The computer-readable recording medium claim 38 is rejected for the same 
reasons as discussed in claim 17 and the machine language program recorded on a 
recording medium disclosed in page 43, paragraph #0812. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 
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4. Claims 2-3, 12-13, 24-25, and 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Okada et al (US 2004/0264947 A1) in view of Ito et al (US 
6,377,309 61). 

Regarding claim 2, Okada et al discloses an image processing apparatus as 
discussed in claim 1 above except for providing the claimed wherein the digital data 
stream includes a data stream coded by digital television MPEG4 scheme, and has 
main data and sub-data, the main data includes data having a plurality of objects 
divided in units of predetermined objects, and the sub-data includes attribute 
information of the object. 

Ito et al teaches digital TV broadcast format having MPEG2 and MPEG4 wherein 
MPEG4 has main data and sub-data, the main data includes data having a plurality of 
objects divided in units of predetermined objects, and the sub-data includes attribute 
information of the object (col. 3, lines 55 to col. 4, line 28). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of encoding the video, audio, and sub information 
of Okada st a! in a- manrief as tatight by ItC' et al in order tG incr ease^ trie" trarrsmission 
efficiency because MPEG4 has very high transmission efficiency (col. 3, lines 45-48 of 
Ito et al). 

Regarding claim 3, Ito et al discloses the claimed wherein the digital data stream 
includes a digital television data stream containing an object coded by an MPEG 4 
scheme and the sub-data multiplexed on an MPEG2 bitstream (col. 14, lines 48-52). 
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Claims 12-13 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claims 2-3 
above, respectively. 

Apparatus claims 24-25 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in 
method claims 2-3 above, respectively. 

Apparatus claim 34-35 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in method 
claims 2-3 above, respectively. 

5. Claims 6, 10, 16, 21, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Okada et al (US 2004/0264947 A1 ) in view f Imai et a! (US 6,744,968 
B1). 

Regarding claim 6, Okada discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed in 
claim 1 above except for providing the claimed timepiece means for measuring current 
time and said reproducing means replaces the object by another display based on time 
measurement by said timepiece means in reproducing the object having the 
predetermined attribute. 

Imai et al teaches an editing system having editor window 40 having a current 
time area 41 for displaying- the current timet and the editing is perfGrmed based on the 
current time (col. 8, lines 4-17; co;. 12, lines 36-45, and col. 13, lines 12-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the editor window as taught by Imai et al into Okada et al's 
system in order to facilitate the editing of the video signal. 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 6 above. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 6 above. 
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Regarding claim 21, Imai et a! discloses the claimed wherein the reproducing 
form designated by said designation means includes display of time information 
obtained in recording the digital data stream (editor window disclosed in col. 12, lines 
36-45). 

Claim 31 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 21 above. 

6. Claims 22 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okada et al (US 2004/0264947 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 22, Okada discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed in 
claim 17 above except for the claimed wherein the predetermined attribute includes an 
emergency news telop. 

It is noted that emergency news telop is old and well known in the art and; 
therefore. Official Notice is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to transmit the well known emergency news telop with the video signal of 
Okada et al in order to transmit the necessary emergency information to users. 

Claim 32 is rejected for the same reasonsasG^iscussed in claim 22afeo^^^^ 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The cited references relate to an apparatus for reproducing video signal. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7382. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
Is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



TTQ 




